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COMMENTS QN STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

Applicant has reviewed the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance accompanying 
the Notice of Allowability mailed December 19, 2005, and the prior examiner's statement of 
reasons for allowance accompanying the Office Action mailed May 17, 2005, and comments as 
follows. 

Regarding the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance accompanying the above- 
identified Notice of Allowability, Applicant agrees that the prior art does not show or fairly 
suggest an electrovariable optic having a plurality of focal configurations. Applicant also agrees 
that the prior art does not show or fairly suggest a system that includes an electrovariable optic 
and has the claimed structure and claimed limitations. 

Regarding the prior examiner's statement of reasons for allowance accompanying the 
above-identified Office Action, this statement contains the sentence: "The prior art fails to teach 
a combination of all of the claimed features as presented in claim(s) [sic] 1 8-30, 42-56 and 62, 
wherein the claimed invention comprises a substrate having a plurality of optical elements 
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arranged in concentric arcs and movable with respect to the substrate as claimed." [Emphasis 
added.] One construction of this sentence suggests that patentability of the recited claims is 
predicated on the claims containing both the limitations of 1) a substrate having plurality of 
optical elements arranged in concentric arcs and 2) the plurality of optical elements being 
movable with respect to the substrate as claimed. 

It is Applicant's position that this construction is not proper. Many of the allowed 
claims, particularly claims 42-61, do not contain the limitation that a plurality of optical elements 
be arranged in concentric arcs. It is Applicant's position that the proper construction of the 
above-quoted sentence indicates that patentability of the recited claims is based, at least in part, 
on some of the claims including the limitation of a substrate having plurality of optical elements 
arranged in concentric arcs and on others of the recited claims including a plurality of optical 
elements movable with respect to a substrate as claimed. While some claims may include both 
limitations, both are not required for patentability. 
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